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Has science, in its earnest endeavor to free itself from the shackles of oppressive medieval thought, unwittingly shackled itself from a truer perception of reality? Has science, in its haste to distinguish itself from superstition and free itself from restrictive religious thinking, embraced postulates it would not have, had there not been a justifiably strong reaction against medieval religious mores?
The URANTIA Book offers this discernment on the subject:
The mother of modern secularism was the totalitarian medieval Christian church. Secularism had its inception as a rising protest against the almost complete domination of Western civilization by the institutionalized Christian church. (p. 2081 - §2)
One example, in my view, of the scientific community's illogical embrace of a postulate is the generally accepted theory that early life formed as the result of the spontaneous coming together of amino acids to form proteins. As you may know, this theory came about as a result of the following hypothesis and experiment summarized below:
In Clearly from the standpoint of statistical analysis the idea of life forming spontaneously is absurd. Yet, this idea is pervasively held throughout the scientific community. I suggest we have accepted this incongruous notion rather than submit ourselves to the remotest possibility of returning to the horrendously oppressive conditions of medieval times. That is to say, there is, I believe, an unspoken fear that should the idea of a personal god be accepted in mainstream scientific thought that this would then lead inexorably to a return of the oppressive mores of medieval times where scientists would find themselves beholden to and persecuted by the church, as were Copernicus and Galileo. Thus, I submit, the animus within the scientific community towards considering the existence of a personal god has more to do with fear and human prejudice than with honest scientific analysis.
What has thus apparently evolved over recent centuries is the development of an existent paradigm of a godless science.
As we know, paradigms are sets of rules (filters if you will) for viewing the world. Regarding the classic, One may wonder then, to what extent the scientific community is willing to promote this paradigm of a godless science. Is the scientific community's investment in a godless science so deeply entrenched that it collectively disregards possibilities to the contrary? Consider Werner Heisenberg's comments on his own uncertainty theory. (The uncertainty theory simply stated is that, regarding sub-atomic particles, it is impossible to know with certainty both the momentum and position of a particle at the same time, the greater the certainty of one quantity the less the certainty of the other, in contrast, this is not the case with larger (Newtonian) size objects, such as billiard balls where the position and momentum can be known with certainty and at the same time.) Physik, 43 {1927} p.197) What is this 'hidden "real" world ruled by causality'?…apparently Heisenberg was unwilling to consider it. Why? Perhaps it was because an honest examination of this phenomenon could lead one to conceive of a personal god present amongst the particles. A possibility apparently at odds with prevailing scientific thought then and now.
In the realm of sub-atomic particles, the observer indeed has a cause-and-effect impact upon the observed. How could this be unless there was indeed a causality connected to the presence of the observer? Stated otherwise, there exists a relationship between the human observer and the physical matter being observed….a relationship. Here then is a clue that the universe is not static but that in fact our actions have a discernible affect upon it.
Because our actions are intimately connected to our thoughts and attitudes, we may thus expand the ma-trix of reality being considered to include the attitude and thought-life of the observer as well as the discernible matter being observed. From this point of view, reality becomes more fluid then perhaps we have previously conceived. Accepting for the moment an omnipresent personal creator we can also envisage the presence of a divine or cosmologic vibration pattern whose very presence is revealed to us in direct measure of our spirituality.
This phenomenon is hinted at in The Cosmic Family, Volume I where our relation to cosmologic vibration pattern is revealed.
As you incorporate patterns of thinking within yourself, these energy patterns create messages within your physical body that either respond to a cosmologic vibration pattern within the divine mind or to confusion, non-divine pattern, disharmony and self-assertion. (p. 155)
From this vantage point the relation of observer to the observed may be expanded from merely a consideration of the study of sub-atomic particles to one's relation to spirituality generally. The above discussion, in and of itself, I doubt will convince many materialistically minded thinkers to embrace the reality of a living personal god but it is, nonetheless, worth considering; albeit many will likely yield to the temptation of embracing a mechanistic view of reality rather then to consider the presence of an intelligent creator behind the scenes.
Again drawing from
Unfortunately, this mechanistic view taken to its logi- Thus it appears it is the pursuit of science, rather than the science itself, which may offer us the most meaningful approach to reality. If one will allow the supposition that mathematics is the product of the human mind then the field, taken as a whole, reflects the breadth, width and height of humanity's ideational habitat; offering at the same time an expansive as well as conditioned conceptual framework. In conclusion, on the subject of mathematical reasoning, the universe, reality and whether or not there is an omnipresent personal god, perhaps the most stimulating close to this essay would be the query, so eloquently posited in The URANTIA Book, "…whence comes all this vast universe of mathematics without a Master Mathematician?" (p.2077 - §4).
In this regard

